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Testimony of Peter L. Hardin

Before the Upper Midwest Federal Milk Marketing Area hearing BLR >
June 26, 2001 4 .
Bloomington, Minnesota

My name is Peter L. Hardin. 1 live near Brooklyn, Wisconsin. I have edited and
published 7he Milkweed, a monthly dairy marketing report for 22 years and provide
subscribers with insights and information oftentimes unavailable elsewhere.

My testimony will focus on a general issue that relates to all six proposals
discussed at this hearing, as well as USDA’s current administration of the program. In
my opinion, however, the problem of long-distance pooling is a national problem, not a
regional problem. USDA would better serve the industry by holding a national hearing
on pooling issues, not a series of regional hearings.

Starting early this year, I have written about the siphoning of Upper Midwest
producers’ incomes, due to huge increases of California milk associated with the Upper
Midwest order. Dating back to October 2000, when this trend first accelerated, I estimate
that Order 30 dairy farmers have lost between $11 and $12 million in income through the
order, due to draining of resources by milk pooled from California ... and more recently,
from Idaho. Absurdly, in April 2001, 268 million Ibs. of California milk were pooled on
the Upper Midwest order. That volume constituted 17% of all milk pooled on Order 30,
and drained 17 cents per cwt. from the value of all other milk in the order.

This Grand Larceny has taken place when producer prices were at some of their
all-time lowest net levels (when adjusted for inflation). Upper Midwest producers have
struggled to pinch every penny in order to survive, while simultaneously, certain
cooperatives have sidetracked between $11 and $12 million dollars from the revenue pool
since October 2000. Table A, which follows, provides a monthly breakdown, starting
with September 2000, of the dollar amounts and impact, per cwt. (on milk pooled in
Order 30 other than California milk), extracted by California milk associated with the
Upper Midwest pool.

Peter L. Hardin

The Milkweed

P. 0. Box 10
Brooklyn, WI 53521
608/455-2400
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Gross Value & Cost Per Cwt. of California Poolings on Order 30 Producers
September 2000 through May 2001

Month California Draw* Effect on other pooled milk**
September 2000 $ 68,600 less than one-half cent/cwt.
October 2000 290,680 -1.8 cents/cwt.
November 2000 969,540 -6.3 cents/cwt.
December 2000 1,092,240 -6.96 cents/cwt.
January 2001 1,572,810 -9.98 cents/cwt.
February 2001 1,681,680 -12.1 cents/cwt.

March 2001 2,090,400 -14.3 cents/cwt.

April 2001 2,390,400 -17.1 cents/cwt.

May 2001 1,614,700 -12.1 cents/cwt.

* derived by multiplying California cwt. pooled on Order 30 by month’s PPD.
** derived by dividing non-California pool milk into monthly dollar value drawn
from Order 30 by California poolings.

According to data I received from Order 30 last Friday, the months of April and
May 2001 saw 33 and 35 million Ibs. of milk from Idaho also pooled on Order 30. Those
poolings further reduced those month’s prices received by Order 30 producers by:

April: -3.2 cents/cwt.
May: -2.96 cents/cwt.

Clearly, Order 30 producers are losing critical revenue due to the pooling of
California, and now Idaho, milk on the Upper Midwest order.

Having established the economic harm to Upper Midwest producers from pooling
California milk, I’'ll now shift to the key point of my testimony. I would like to submit as
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an exhibit to the hearing record a document from the files of the United States
Department of Justice.

This document is the 1977 Consent Decree between Mid-America Dairymen, Inc.
and the U.S. Department of Justice. Portions of that 24-year old Consent Decree remain
in effect. Dairy Farmers of America succeeded Mid-America Dairymen and is legally
obliged to comply with the Consent Decree.

I am no lawyer. I pose the following questions, or challenges to USDA personnel
who will review this hearing record:

Is DFA’s pooling of California milk on Order 30 a violation of the 1977
Consent Decree ... Part IV, Paragraph (C).

That portion of the Consent Decree reads:
“Defendant is hereby enjoined and restrained from:

“(C) qualifying milk for participating in federal milk order pools with a
purpose of suppressing the uniform price paid to producers participating in a
federal milk order pool in order to force, coerce or induce such producers who are
not members of the defendant to join defendant or cease selling milk in competition
with the defendant.”

Part III of the 1977 Consent Decree raises additional constraints “in active
concert” with DFA, such as Land O’Lakes and the National Farmers Organization. The
Consent Decree places similar restrictions upon firms “in active concert” with DFA,
through various business relationships and joint ventures.

DFA, Land O’Lakes and, to a far lesser degree, National Farmers Organization,
the primary firms pooling California milk on Order 30.

Part IV, Paragraph (C) infers a bit of intent, in using the language, “... with a
purpose of suppressing the uniform price paid to producers participating in a federal milk
order pool.” Obviously, the intent of DFA is hard to determine. But the net effect of all
these poolings of California milk can create producer pay prices offered by DFA that
exceed the value gained for sale of local milk. As proof, USDA should study DFA’s pay
price practices in the vicinity of the Melrose, Minnesota cheese plant that DFA acquired,
late this spring, in a joint venture with Land O’Lakes, could be a clue as to where some of
the money siphoned from the California poolings may be going.

In my opinion, it is USDA’s duty to be intimately aware with the 1977 Consent
Decree and possible violations thereof by DFA (and others) in its pooling of milk from
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California on the Upper Midwest order. Whatever DFA’s intent, the action is definitely
“suppressing the uniform price paid to producers participating in a federal milk order
pool ....”

In my opinion, it is USDA’s duty to assure that ALL of the rules of the land are
observed in the conduct of the federal milk order program. Just as USDA would not
allow producers to be paid for their milk in counterfeit currency (a violation of Treasury
Department rules), I feel it is USDA’s duty to observe that binding rules and laws of the
U.S. Department of Justice are enforced upon participants in the federal milk order
program,

Is pooling of California milk by DFA, and certain other organizations, a violating
of the binding portions of the 1977 Consent Decree? I challenge USDA to thoroughly
research that question. In my opinion, USDA must operate the milk order program
within the confines of all legalities. If USDA fails that duty, the next course will be
either to the courts or to Congress.



TesLe B.

Total Milk, California Poolings & Economic Impact
On the Upper Midwest Federal Milk Marketing Order

January 2000 — May 2001

A B C D E F

Month ___ TotalMilk* __CAMilk* PPD ___CXD ___ E/A-B)

Jan. 2000 2,432.6 8.4 $ 43 $ 36,120

Feb, 2,268.7 8.1 56 45,360

March 2,260.6 8.7 64 56,680

April 2,068.8 9.4 74 69,560

May 2,085.0 9.4 90 84,600

June 1,933.1 8.8 97 85,360

July 1,917.2 8.0 70 56,000

Aug. 1,852.0 9.0 84 75,600

Sept. 1,708.0 9.8 70 68,600

Oxt. 1,637.7 33.8 86 290,680 1.8 cents/cwt.
Nov. 1,594.0 67.8 143 969,540 6.3 cents/ewt.
Dec. 1,657.0 88.8 123 1,092,240  6.96 cents/owt.
Jan. 2001 1,728.7 152.7 1.03 1,572.810 .98 cents/cwt.
Feb. 1,578.8 191.1 88 1,681,680  12.1 cents/cwt.
March 1,725.7 268 78 2,090,400 -14.3 cents/cwt.
April 1,687.2 288.0 83 2,390,040  17.1 cents/cwt.
May 1,600.0 241 67 1,614,700 -12.1 cents/cwt.

* Million Jbs.
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CiluLL > OF ABERI1CA,
Flointif(,

Civil Acrion

Po. 73 CV 681-k=1

v.

nIL-nLERICA DAINYMEN, IiC.,

%ZI::’ %

Lefendant.

FINAL JULDGHENT

Pleintiff, United States of Amorica, havipg filed
Complaint hecein on Deccnber 27, 1973, and defendent,

America Dairymen, Inc.. having appeared by its attorneys and

R R A
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having filed its Anewer, by their reepective attorneys,

having consented to the entry of this Final Judyment,

prior to thc taking of any testimony, without trial
edjurticatien cf ony issue of fact or law hecrein, and
this Final Judgment copstituting cvidence or admiss:

either pzrty as to any iszue of fact or law herein:

or

without

on by

it

[

>

gig-

Now, THERLFORE, prior to the teking of any testimony,

Ve

and without trial or sdjudicetion of any issue of law or IacL

herein, and upon consent of the partles hereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED ANC DECREED AS FOLLOWS:

1

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of

this action, and of the parties hereto. The Complaint. states

cleaims vpon which relief may be granted under Sectlnns 1 and

¢ of the Act of Congress of July 2, 1840, as amended {15 G,.S.C.

§S 1 and 2), commonly kncwn as the Sherman Act.

——— e eeangy
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§ G owEel i thig tinal Judimont:

? (4} Udscertzinablo aguantity™ means a percentage
I

el the nrrrcl (etuicerents of rilk processed In on ideontifieg
rlent o the nilk production ¢f &n identified producer
or grous ol producers;:

(2) “Base* mé:n: an allocaticn by defendant, exprecees
in geunos 'cf milk ger delivery pericd, possessed by a mewmber
under =z Cless 1 Base Flan; .

{C) *“Class 1 Base Flan“" means a procedure ot plan
for the distcibution of marketing proceeds to defendont's
mexbere, or a group thereof, whereby each such member is
acsicrned or otherwise acquires & stated Base that entitles
the member tc receive a higher return for quantities of
mLlk preduced and marketed through defendant within the
Eate than for oguantities in excess ¢f the Bate;

{C) *“Conmpetitor of defendent™ mecans a cerson sellirng
ot offering to sell milk or other dairy products, including,

but not limited to, an individval producec, a grouo of

producers, a cooperative or a proprietary firm;
(E) *“Federal milk marketirng order™ means the regqulatioans,
tules of practice and procedures issued by the Secretary of
Agriculture under the Agricualtural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as cmended (7 U,S.C. § 601 et seq.), requlating
the handling of milk;
(F) “MNember* means & producer who has a membecship
and rarketing =greemont with defendant and whose milk

production is marketed by defendant;



{G) *Milx" means rau Geeade A mily croduced Sv covs;

{(d) *Milk haulcr™ zeans a person, aot an emplove

"

! of cofendant, wno owng or operatetc a truck and trancsocts
milks

{I) "nilk 3ales Ajreement” means a contract hctween

defendant and o person operatiang & fluid milk processing

ané pickaging plant wherein the buycr agrees to purchese icom

defencant a speclfied or ascertainable gquantity of milk;

{(J) “Person™ means any corporation, pSrtnershi?.
aaéociation, individusl, cooperative, or ather buFiness
or legal entitys

(k) *Plant"™ meanc the land, bu}ldings. facilities
and equipment conatituting & single operating unit or
establishment iIn which milk Is or has been received,
ttarsterred, reloaded, processed, or manvfactured:

(L) *“Procducer™ means any nerson cnnaged :in the

producticn of milk.

111

The provisions of this Final Judgment shall zpply to

————‘-’\
defendant and to each of its directors, officers, agents,

employees, subsidiaries, successor?% assignsténd their
subsldiarles, and to all persons in active concert or
A ——————————

- participation with any of them who receive actual notice

6f this Final Judgment by personal service or otherwise.

- 0
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Lelendant 15 herchy anzo0ined and re&traincd from:

(A} ueing threats or coetclen to indyuee any produceg
te cxecute oc refrain fron tecminatiag o nmombership and
marxkebing agrecement with 6efendont or to deliver milk
o cefendant;

(6) zgserting or lhrectening to asaert any claim
or cause of action against a member or former member
besed upon the actual or orcposed termina-ion by such
member or fotmer member. individually or jointly with cther
produéers, of a2 membershlp and marketing agreement with
defendant after written noiiceAvitth the time specified In
the menbership and marketing agreement:

{C) aqualifying milk for participation in fedecal
milk marketing order pools with a purpose of guppressing
tha uniform price pala to producers participating in s
federal milk matketing order pool In order to force, coerce or
induce such producers who 2:re not members of delendant
to join defendant or to cease selling milk in competition
with cdefendant; e

(D) entering into or enforcing any contract or
agreement with another cooperative oc association of producers
to qualify milk for participation in fedecal milk marketing

order bools with 3 purpose of suppressing the uniform

.Price paid to producers participatiny in a federal milk

marketing order pool in order to force, coerce or induce

such producers who are not members of defendant to 101N
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ColEntont €r mech other zeopezative or zeseociation or to

Y
2]
[
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rr c2lling xilk in cenretiticn with cefendant or zuch
«thar congperetive or essociation;

(£) »orintaining or entéring into any agreement woth
ansther person, except &n emplocyec or mile heuler per-
forminy services for Sciendant, tihat restricts in ony
LR

(1) the solicitation by such other person of
any member of defendant to terminate its membership
anG marketing agreement with detendant:

(2) the solicitation by defendant of any
producer to become a member of defendant;

{3) the terrfitory in which defendant or

tuch other persmon aecks-to obtain cupplier of

milk; .

(F} recuiring as part of a Class I Basc Plan chat
3 mewber or former member who tranefere Bate not compete
in the ssle of nilk unless such requirement is limited
to conpetition with the transferee of Base and to a period
not cxceceding twao (2) yeafs'f&li&gg;;”;;;wtzénsfez of Base.

A

(R) Cefendont iz hereby ordecrcd for one (1) year
frcm the entry of this Pinal Judgment to 2llow any member
to terminate its membership and marketing agreement at any
time by aiving defendant at least thirty (30) days written
notice.

(E) Cefendant is hereby enjoined and restrained,
afrer one year from the entry of this Final Judgment, from
encéring into or enforcing any membership and marketing

aarecment with any member unless such agreement can be

. a,
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ST L L inut Ly rigoen o oT Sy Lo CRToT ZTolohsnst
tnire (Zu) d2vs prior ro zuch agrecment’s annivesaty Jaca,

<y it, fzllecwinc the éxpltatian ef the rime pari-a
rrevided in PFeevocsph vid), the 3snniversary cate of o
SLITUCLEINLL &NG Tarketing coreement bercmes the &xie rriox
to waich thlrty (3U) oays written notice for the terainzcicn
of zuch tjcsement must be given, ceferdant 35 herec-y crdcred
within ainety (%0) dsys of the date the ﬁhange in procedure '
becores eflfective to notify each member who is a perty
to stcn an agreemant ¢f the anniversary date thereol;
this Faragraph Vi{C) of this Final Judgment shall expire
otter five years frem the entry Lhe{eof.

(D) TIf, following tha expiration of the tire period
provided in Paragraph V(A),-the eznniversary date of »
mecpership and marketing aoreement becomes the dote pricr
ko which thirty (50) days written notice for the termination
cf such agrecnent must be given, defendant is hersby crdered
for five (5) years from the entry of this Final Judoment
to:

(1) =allowv a producer upen entering into a namher-
ship and macketing agreement with defendant or ugon
executing a new memberchip and marketing aqreement
with defendant at thé proper time for tetmin&tion of

an existing agreement to select ary anniversary date
desircd by the producer notwithstanding the date
upon which the membership ond marketing agreement
ic executed. UTefendant shall only be required to
allcw a producer to select an anniversary date once

under this Parsgraph V.(D)(1);



(2} allouv a peaducer, f¢lluving 3 proger netice

1.

¢l termination of 2 mapbueshin and mecketing ccrctrent,

to cxtend the mentersihn: end rmarketing egreenent

to any cate, within cne (1) year, seleccted by the

witherawing croduewr, and parket on 8 non-discriminctory

basis the milk procduction of such producer;

providec, howevecr, defendent shalli not be reouired
to grant euch an extension 1f Scfendznt has terminatad

the rmembership end marketing agyreement for rcacsorns

of defendant's Inability or difficulty in performing

its marketing dutics under the mcmbc;ship and

macrketing egrcexzent.

VI

Defencant 1s hereby enjcined and restreined from:

(r) ecntering into or enforcing any contracrt or
zgrcenent with ony milx nhauler that cequiree the milk
houler to transport milk exclusively for Jdefendanc or
its ncabers;

(B) recuiring as a ccngdition for thc approval of
an sssignment of a hauling contract or other convey-
ance of th= business of a milx hauler ;ﬁat any milk
hauler not transport milk in competition with any other
‘milk hauler or with defendant.

VIl

Defendant is hereby enjoined and restrained from:

/ .
(A) - entering into or enforcing any Milk Sales

Agreement containing a term in excess of one (1) year;

(B) entering into or enforcing any Milk Sales

[ S——

Agreement unless the buyer had the opportunity to agree

to

USSR

uuo
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ceizzr raecified or escertainsile quentivy ©f milk than

fcc =alc by dcfendant: provided, ncusver,

WIDINASNL e fetuitn the Duynr to cecerve il in troucklopd

sruantitres; o
—_——————
(L) caterina into or eanforcing any Hilk Seles

ATOEneAt unless such Agrecment provides that in the
event cefendont, durina the term of such Agreement, increasare
the price of Filk or changes the [ormula or procedure

for ascettaining the price of milx 60ld under such
Acreement resulting in an increase in the price, the

Buyof moy discharge such Agreement on or after the effective
date of the price increase hy g}ving written notice to
deferndant at any time within twenty [20) Jdays after the
enncuncement of such price increase or five (5) days prlor
to the cffective date of such price increage, whichover

is later:

(C) discriminating or threatening to discriminate
against any tuyer of milx on acrount of its actual ot
nroposed purchase of milk from a competitor of defendant;

Frovided, however, ngthing in this Paragraph VII1 shzll ——
be ccnstrﬁed to limit or affect the application of tne anti-
trust laws to Hilk Sales Agreements.
VIIl

{A) Within two {2} years of the entry of this Finel

~Judgment, defendant is hereby ordered to sell to any qualified

buoyer the assets presently located at its plants in Aucora,



STSESLTIL ULRSwd, Raners, améG Tetnerny, Hizcours,
Troerisan i DxBihit A ebtochzd heoreto.  fer burpc;ec of
thir Fyroaraph, 2 "euslified buyer” shall be any rersep
upn noeks te g:;chcse 2% 2 unjt the 2egets at 2ny of che
ctorencaticnec plants and who intendz efter sueh purchace
¢ op2rere 8 rscviving o¢ transfer ftaticn for milk or

fi milk rorufacturing olent.

(8) The sale of any of the nlants described in this
Farcgregh VI11 sh3ll cecuire the prior approval of plainziff.
In the event blaintifi objects to the proposed sale, the
solc shzll not be consummated until a showing that the
buyer necets the recuiremonts of this Paragraph VIII has
been m=de to this Court.

(C) oUntil divestiture is comploted, Selendant will
maintain in good condition and repair the ascets located

t cech of the plants in Avroca, MNisscuri, Ottawa, Kensés,
ind tetssny, hissouri, and replace any asset removed frem
any ol tho plants follouing the entry of this Final Judement
with comgarable assets prior to the closing of any cale.

(C) Eeginning ninety (S0) days after the entry of
this Final Judement-and—continuing every six (6) monthe
urtil all the assets described in this Parsgraph VIII
a2re divested, defendant shall furnish a written report
to plaintiff dezeribing the steps token to accomplish
divestiture, the assets sold and remaining to be divested,
the assets removed trom‘any of the plante, and the terms

and conditions of ony offers for the purchase of such assets,
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tAar ser [ive [5) yoars frem the entry Of this Fingl
Judanent, defondant thezll give notice to plaintiff at

lezst thirey (30) Gays prior to the closing date cf :ny

‘traniacticn for the purchose, consolidation, acauviszition

ot conrrol, cr leate (except for the renewal of en cxisting
lease) of any plant, and such notice shall fully descrioe
the present ané projected operation of the plan: tec be
acquired and>the terms and conditions cf the proposed
trensaction.

(B) For five (S5) yeors from the entrvy of this Final
Judgmant, defendant it enjoined and restrained from gpucchasing,
consclidating with, accuiring control of, or leasing
(exceprt for the renewal of an existing ledse) eny plent
vhere the effect of such trensacticr mavy be substancially
to lessen competition, or to tend to cceate a monopoly.

(C} For one (1) year following the purcha2se, ccnscl-

—

idaticn, acquisition of control, or lease (except Lor the

rencual of sn existing lease) of any plant, defendant is

hereby ordered to continue Lo receive the milk of any

competitor of defendant who is delivering milk to such

plent on or within sixty (60) days prior to such trans-

st

action and who desires to continue such delivery; provided,

however, defendant may require such compstitor to gxecute a

marketing agreement terminable by the competitor ugon

at least thirty (30) days wcitten notice at aﬁy time,
e

10



X
Defendant ic horony erniolned and restrained, foc

ericd &f nine [Y) vears from the entry of this Final

O

c
Judgnzat, Llrem pacticinatlng in any cooperztive, associa-
vion of procducers or organizatiorn of cooperativer whose

businsces activities include ecquirina an option to nurchare

milk cecejved av a milk maaufactucring plant not regqulated
ty a federal =ilk marketing order, or to purchasa nilk fion
any ptoducet nr group cf prcducers shipping milk %o such

2 plent, unless such cooperztive, association of preducers

or organization of cooperatives meets the fcllowing conditiens:

{A) that any person opersting a milk manufacturing

»lant not regqulated by a federal milk macketing order
may enter into a contract, on a ron-discriminatory basls,

to grant an optlon to purchase milk to establish or mein~
tain 3 reserve cupely of milk Uf
(1) the milk received at che menufactcoring
plant meets simjlar standacds of guality ond
quantity as are proscribz2d for other gquantities of
milk svbject to such a vurchase option; ana
(2) said person i{s in competitlon for the
procurement of raw milk with a person that has a
contract to supply milk to said cooperative,
2ssociation of producers or organization of

cooperatives;

(B} that there ahsll be no discrimination against

any person that receives milk Erom a competitor of. Gefendant:

11



iC) thet eny peraes siali oe pecmitted o disueea
A oany SR Sussuct te the pucrchase cption it the purchase
cgriern i not sxovrciscd at lezst twenty-fcue (24) hours orioy
to the time the milk ja picked up from the farm to whomever,
wnersver 3nd vpon whatever terms and conditions it choosos,
an¢ the ccoperstive, associosticn of producere or ordzaizsticn
of cocperatives shall ncot discriminate agezinst any cerson
that recells milk subject te a purchase option not exercised;

(C) that any coopétetive cr association of producers
whose busjiness activitiez are within the provisions of
section ) of the Cappec-vVolstead Act, 7 U.5.C. § 281, or
section & of the Clayton Act, 7 U.S5.C. § 17, may participate
in said cooperative, a3sociation of producers or organizalion
¢ef coopecratives on an eguivalent and non-discriminatory
vasis:

(E) that any particigpating cooperative chall be
nermitteé to rescll m@lk obtained through said cood-
erative, asgociation 6& producere or organization of
coaperatives to wvhomever, wherever and on whatever terks
and conditions it chooses;

(F) that no contract or agreement entered into with
said cooperative, associntion of producers or organization
of cooperztives may exceed a term of one (1) year;

(G) that said cooperative, association of producers
or otganization of coopergtlves shall obtain the option

for the purpose of establishing and wmaintaining a reserve

12
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svpply el SilKk o frlfiil the requiresents of pderticigeting
coervcatives end for thet purpose exclusively;
(L) chat the persons receiving ocdecs from partic-

lpating ccogperetives ong dicecting the shipment of rmilk

. en whiclr & gurchise aption hes been excrcised thall

e incependent of and shzll rot be emplcved by zny
particigating person; end all reports of zhipments of
milk will not be made until the completion of the month,
and shall be mede at the same time to all participéting
persons;

Frovided, however, the terme of Lhis Paregrezph =« :hcll
not be applicable to any mérketing agreement with the
Setretary ¢f Agriculture entered into uvnder the nrovisionc
ol the Agricultucel Merketing Agreement Act of 1337, as

arended (7 VU.S.C. § 601 et soa.).

X1

~

befendant is enjoined and restrained from joining,

contributing anything of value to, or participating

in, any organization or »ssociation which directly.oc
o et

indirectly engages in or enforces any act which defendant

i prohibited by thia Final Judgment from enagagine in,

.

or enforcing, or which is contrecy to ocr inconsistent with

any provisicn of this Final Judgment.

13
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Wl
{2} Cefendant is enjoined and restrained from adcnting,

adhecring to, enforcing, or c¢laiming any rights under any

by-lg:, rule or reaulation which iz contrary to or'incon~
sictent with any of the provisions of this final Julymenc.

(B) Cefendant is ordcred to fLile with plaintifl
annuzlly for a period of ten {10) years, on or bdefore
June 30, o report setting forth the steps taken by its
board of Sirectora to advise its otticgzs, directors,
enployees, members and all appropriate committees of its
and their obligations unéer this Final Judgment.

X111

{p) Defendont is ordered to mail oc¢ otherwise furnish
within ninety (90) days 2fter the entry of thlis Final
Judgment a copy thereof {excluding Exhibit A) to c2ch of ite
membere and employees, to each milk hauler transporting

milk for defendant, and to each person pvrchasing milk

fron or =£elling milk to defendant or 2ny organization

—-—for which defendant acts as marketing agent, and within

ons hundred f£ifty (150) days from the aforefalid date of
entry to file with the Clerk of this Court an affidevit

setting forth the fact and manner of compliance with Paragraph

X111,

14
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{£) Cafsndint js Eurthee orAncad and directed oo
ceklanh, in @ pudlicstion cirsvlaved to all ite wémbcrs,
: cory of thi3 Final Judanent once aach ycar for four.(4)
yeus: an ar atott the anniverszry date of eatry of this
firal Jusament, end to Furnish o c¢opy of this Fipal
Judggrene (excect thet txhibit A need not be furniched
prlesc gpecificslly tecuosted) to any PRTSORN UPON [eqQUASC.
XIvV
For the purpose of determining ot securing compliance
with this Final Judgment, and subject to any legally reccg-
nized privilege: '
(A} duly authorized representatives of the Department
of Justice shall, upon.uritten reguest of the Attorney Gesneral
or the Assictant Attorney General in charge of the Antitrust
Livision, and on reasonable notice to defendant made to
its principal offfce, te permitted (l) access, ducing
the office hours of defendant, to all books, ledgecs,
accounts, correspendence, memorandz and other recocda
and dozuments in tho passession or In the control of defendant
~o——telating to any of €he matters contained in this Final ‘
Juécment, ané (2) subject to the :eanon#bléwébhggggéﬁzé
of defendant without testraint or interference fcom defendant,
to interview cfficers, or employees of defendant, each
- of ‘whom may have ccunsel present, regarding any such metters;
{3) detendant, upon vriéten_roquost of the
Attorney General or the Assistant Attorney General in

charge of the Antitrust Division, shall submit such repocrts

15




Lotoi b LU LRC LCELILDIIL DL YLa 11T W1lL (es[.nct o
soeTiil o zonkaaned in thje Uingl Joda=ant af rav
it o Lirs be recuniied.

< oaprerertion ottained Dy the mesns provided in vhic

Fataaceeh LIV shell be divulged by cny cepresentative of the

cpretsant of Justice to o~ny persan other than a culy

Fad

euthorized representetive ut.che Lxecutive Lranch ot
gleiaeiff, except in the course cf legal proceedings to
wvhich the Lnited States of Anecica is party, or [or the
putgose of deternining or securing compliance with this
Final Judgment or at otherwise required by ilew.

Xv

Jurisdiction {5 retainaed by this Court fcr the purrose

\N—/—v
of 2nzbling any of the parties to this [inal Judgment to

“3rcly to this Court at eny time for Curther ocders ond

dicection as mcy be nccessary or appreopriate for the zon-
steuction or carrying out of this Final Judement, for lhe

arencrent cr nodificotion of any of the provisions heresf,

focr the cenforcement i rewith, ana for the

“punishpent of violatiaone thereof.

. Xvi
This Court finds that the ontry of this Final Judg-

ment is in the public interest.

; ehy Wi Clive

ITEG STATES DISTRICT JGLGE

.

Kansas City, Missouri

Ingey, /7, 199§
d
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